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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Dockt NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiom looking f i r  a job or affordable howhB to staying in 
touch with family and fiiends. But pending before the FCC is a pmjmsd that would iotnxbce 
4ew.cbarges and fm upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millioPs of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applykg "bstate" access cbSr&s and other fceson 
mt&i prepaid ding card services. Many Latinos, pa&cularly those on fixed incomes or thosc 
establishmg a d i t  histmy, bank accounts and other means n tcc~~ary  to s u b m i  to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid d i n g  cards to stay cam- at at affordable rates.. 
Studcnts, immigrants, senior citizens, and atbeas face SimiIar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling Capds ilre the only o p t h  available - W- thm m y  DoMLrmm 
could, quite IiteralIy, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
CaIling cards will d k d l y  harm in- who can l e a  a f h d  prick increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial haease in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged cdnsuners. Allowing 'the large, local 
telephone compauies to callect such charges, even Wen they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up floes; thus making these services substdally less affordable. Please 
look out for consumem and refhse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
semi-. 

Sincerely, 

@I 001 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Pgwell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 / 

RE: W C  DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calIing card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs, Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay I large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, makc a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable altanative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new ‘‘hn-state?’ access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would h e 1  directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those c o n m n e ~ ~  that can least afford M 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increhse the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits M n a  and other communides gain 
fiom these services. Please stop my effort to raise rata on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other ftes. 

erMichaelCopps . 
Commissioner Katbleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communicatiom Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
semi ces . 
Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housmg, make a doctor’s appoiutment, or 
stay in touch with h i l y  and fjicnds. These cards offer conveeience and predictable c o q  as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consuxners literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid Catling cards are 
indispcnsable to consumer groups because they am an &?fordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” a w s s  charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fdl squarely upon those consumaf that can least afford to 
bear it, 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
fiom these services. Please stop any effwt to raise rates on Amencan consurnem and decide tba-t 
these sehces are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael cdpps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congr es sperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washin@on, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees 011 prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college studmts and military . 

families rely upon calling card sewices for a varkty of needs, Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large dep,osit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appoiniment, or 
stay in touch with fsmily and fiiends. These cards offer convenience and predictable oost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In ecoriomically disadvantaged areas, consumem literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards incmase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer p u p s  because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state“ access charges 
and other fem on prepaid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fill squarely upon those consumers that can least a o r d  to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to l o d  telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the benefjts Latino and other communities gain 
&om these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access chilrges and other fees. 

” 

CCS: t$mmissiona Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kpthlten Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin M& ’ 

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

@lo05 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Comrnunioations Commission 
445 12th Sbeet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask axit the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, mllege studcnts and military 
families rely upon calling card services fm a variety o f  needs. Many of these c0-m do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for afibrdable housing, make a dabor’s appointrrrent, or 
stay in touch with f a y  and friends. These cards offer convenience ami predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups bccausc they are an affordable altemmive to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicti new %-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel. directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latin0 and other commlmnities gain 
from these services. Please stop my effort to raise rates on America0 consumers and decide that 
these services are not subjeot to the exorbitant new aocess charges and other fees. 

/ ccs: 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and f=s on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minoritics, low-income h i l i e s ,  senior citizens, immigrants, college students and militmy 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of nterls. h y  of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepdd card may be the only option they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and friends, These cards offer Convenience and pdctable  cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges.. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards am 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable sltcmrdive to regular and 
wireless teIephone services. 

But swh price hikes arc precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. The fees would frmnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden wouId fidl squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local. telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
fiorn these services. Please stop any a@ort to raise rates on American consumers and decide tbat 
these services am not su 

Sincerely, 

the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Cornmi 
Commissioner K d e a  Abmathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

. 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services, 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citkehs, immigrants7 college students and milimy 
families rely upon calling card seryices for a variety of needs.’ Many ofthese consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit fbr Iocal telephoae 
service. For these consumem, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable bowing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and fiiends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, 8s 
there are no hidden fees or cbarges. In economically disadvantaged axeas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards mcrease. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-stab‘‘ acass charges 
and otber fees on.pre-paid cards. The fees would Amad directly to large Jbcal telephone 
companies while the burden wouId fill squarely upon those co~lsumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies wilt substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefrts Latino and other communities gain 
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner MicbaeI Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin MaXtin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelskin 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washingtoo, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fw upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up &e cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards am so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

Witb. gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone senice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on frxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone Companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
chargcs. The FCC should s-d up for consumer interests over co;pOrate gain by keeping 
affordnble prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martia 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washingtonn, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman PoweIl, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
seruices. 

Minorities, low-income fmilits, scnior citizens, immigrants, calbge studcnts and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a varieQ of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, makt a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvautaged areas, consumers literalIy 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-stak” access charge 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would hmel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden wouId fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to l o d  telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and’other communities gain 
from these services- Please stop any tffort to mist rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subjwt 96 the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4.45 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-1 33 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, ~orn looking for a job or affordabJe housing to staying in 
touch with family and fiiemis. But pending beforc the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consu1z1ers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prcpaid cajlinng card scvices. Many Latinos, partidarly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As B result, prepaid callkg cards are the oniy option available - without them, many ccmsumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid d l s ,  
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the callmg card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. A 

ccs: Commkbder  Micbael Coppsh 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martiu 
Commissionet Jonathan Agelstein 

Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chaikan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and othes minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affordable housing to stayiug in 
touch with fmily and fiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying ”in-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services- Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates- 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face a a r  challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumen 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cads will directly ham individuals who can least afhrd price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
deseoying the u t i l i t y  of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do riot sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Reme 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
senrices. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: / Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federa( Communications Commission 
4.45 12th s t n q  S.W. 
Washingtog DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 031133 

Dear chairman Powek 

Latino and other minority oormftunities rely upon low-wst tekcommunioations~services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affordable housing to stayhg in, 
touch with fkmily and fiiends. But pending before the PCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fkes upon seniup upon which we deped, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other c o ~ z s ~ c n  rmionwido. 

I understand that tbc FCC ip considering applying %-state’’ access charges d o t b  fees on 
certain prepaid mlling CBdd servjccg. Many Latiaos, particularly those on fixed income or those 
establishing a a d i t  history, bank accoum and other means necessary to subscriie to local 
telephone sewice, rely upon thest prepaid calling cards tc, stay connected at set affordable rates. 
SNdtats, immigrants, senior citiaens, and otfiers fice similar challenges. 

As a result, ppa id  calling cards are the only option avaUabk - without than, many c- 
could, quite literally, be le& without access to telephone Swicc. Raising tht price of prepaid 

Imposing htate  chargw would amount to a substaotial haease in the c ~ s t  of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utiiity of calling m d s  to disadvantaged co,n~umws. Allowing the we, local 
telephone companies to collect swh charges, even when they do not sellthe c d h g  card toa 
custmner, would drivi up prices; ihus &g these services r m ~ i a l l y  less affordable. Please 
look out for cansumas and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepid calling card 
SeiViGes. 

caIlinp;MFds will directlyhann individuals* unleastaftbrd priceincreases, ‘ 

as: CommissionerMichael Copps 
Commissioner W e e n  AbFmathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Coolmissioner Jonatbrn A d c h i n  
Senator 

Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s m  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not 'impose new a- charges and fces upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these car&, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged indbiduds to stay in touch in their oommrmities. 

The -0 commity i s  partjcularly sensitive to any price in- for'pxlpaid ca!ling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino holiseholds use them. Indeed, helr ofthe households with iacomcs 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevaht in part becaw 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fkkd and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone servioe costs as well, H particular, many low-mwme 
households who are on lixcd inaomes depead entirely upon prepaid Senria because they canndt 
meet &e credit rating or hefty deposit requircmoscS tbu local phone'~mpanieS ipsJst upon befbre 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, mnsumefs can make calls from payphones or the tclephonts 
of family members and ntighbars. We can use th- cards to stay "cotusected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt fm houses, or scheaule many ofthe other daily appohents that iwe all have. 

I simply find i t  unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some afthe nation's Ia~gest telephone companies would be the Iargest bcndcim*m of suoh . 

charges. The FCC shouldstad up for consnmer interests over &porate gain by W n g  
affadable prepid c a U i  cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissicmcr Micbad clopps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissianer Kcyin Msrtin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
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July 7,2004 

Ch&an Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th Stre& S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dtar Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority commmU~s rcAj u p o ~  low-cost teIec0mmwications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or &rdabIe housing to Staying in. 
touch with family and Biends. But pending before the FCC i s  a propod that w d d  introduce 
new charges and fw upon services u p  which we depend, immediately hanning millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that tbs FCC is considmhg applying ‘‘in-Statep access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling d Services. Many Latinos, partiMllarly those on *d m m e s  or those 
establishing a m d i t  histow, bank accounts d other means necessary to snbscn‘bt to Iocal 
telephone seruice, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set aB&le rates. 
Students, imnrigran-ior cjthas, and others face similar challenges. 

As a resalt, prepaid calling d am the only opt;on mailable- without *an, many conmrmers 
could, quite literally, be left without acoess to telephone ssnrics. Raising the Pa;- of  prepaid 
cslling cards will direcUy hann individuals who can least afford pride increases. 

Imposing in-state cbarges would amount to a subskdnl increase in the cost of pnpnid calls, 
destroybg the utility of d i n g  cards to dissdvantaged consumers. Ahwing ‘the large, 1 4  
telephone companies to collect suoh charges, men whmthey do not seIlthe calling card to a 
custombr, wodd drive up prices; thus makiug these services substantidly leas a&rrdable. Please 
look out fm consumers and rcfbse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. . 

cw: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner W e e n  Abamthy 
CommissionerKeviaMartin 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission ' 
445 12th !htn& S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communitieskly upon lowJlost tele&unicahns ser&s to 
accomplish many ovety day tasks, fiom lookiug for a job or affordable housing to shying io 
touch with f i d y  and Sends. But pen&& befbre the FCC is a gropbsal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, i m m w l y  harmiag millians of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understaod that the FCC is consjdaiag applying "ia-statc" access charges and ohex fGc0 on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on frxed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subsmie to local 
telephone senrice, reIy upon these pnpaid calling cards to stay connc&d at set afFmdable rate. 
Students, immigrantf, senior citizens, and others face similar chattenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option ayailable -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, bo left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price inorcasw, ' 

Imposing iu-state chargw would amount to a substmtid incrcase'in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of  calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the huge, local 
telephone compauies to collect such C ~ M ~ S ,  wen when they do not sell the calling card to a 
cu6tomer, would drive up prices; thus making these sewices substantially ltss affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access cbarges and f ixs rn prepaid d i n g  card 
services. 

ECS; commissioner I~W#CI copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Marcin 
Commissioner Tonatban 
s- u 
s-ebLL 
congress- 
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July 7,2004 

ChaLman MichaeI Powell 
Federal Cornmuhications Commission 
445 lZtb  S m ' S - W .  
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chainnan Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new a-8 charge5 and fecs upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost fw mmority or 
didvantaged individuals to sfay id tduch m their ixxtundeg. 

The Latino community is particularly 5easitiVG to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of  Latino bouseholds use them. Xadesd, hslfoftbe households wi$ incames 
beIow $20,000 have used prepaid cards. PrGpaid calling cards am so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk paices already h o l d i  fixed and low incum txmsurners hostage, we should 
not be M with rising telephone d c c  costs as weil. h partisular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depead e d d y  u p  prepaid d c e  because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or heftr depbsk requirements that locat phone cxunpanies Wit upon before 
getting a phone. With preprrid cards, cofilsumers can make calls Itom pyphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, huut for houses, or schedule many of the d e r  dtdy appointments that w e  all have, 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new chargw and hes on these d s .  
Some of the nation's largest telephone campanits wonld be tbe Istrgest tmeficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC rbosld stand up for coarumeri.tercstS over dpbrate gain by kaping 

Sincerely, 

callsng cards a priority. 



@017 07/15/2004 15:04 FAX 

July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commjssion 
445 12th Stre.et'S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chainnan Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new 
move to inc~ease the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay h~ touch in their ~~mmunities. 

charges and h s  upon prepaid calling a d s .  Ifyou 

The Latino c o m m u n ~  is partiGularly sensitive to amy price increase for pre-paid d i n g  cards; 
approximately 43% of Xatina households use them. I a d d  half of the bouseboIds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cads, pro-paid calling cards arc 50 prevalmt in part because 
they save c o m e r s  money. 

With gas and Inilk prices already holding fixed and law income consumers hostage, we should 
not be &ced with rising telephone service costa as well, xd particular, many low-income 
bousebolds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon p-id service because they cannot 
meet the mdlt rating or heffy deposit requirements that lacal phone c~mpanies insjst upan before 
g e ~ n g  a phone. Wah p r e p i d  cards, consumm can make calls kun payphones or the telephones 
of family members and ne@bo#. We can use these cards bo stay 'hmectad" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appobbnents hit we all h e .  

I simply fhd  it un-able that the FCC would impose new charges and fbes on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest ttlepboae companies would bethe largest beaeficiatits ofsuch . 
k g m .  The FCC should s t a d  up for consumer bterds oyet co+rsrte gain by keeping 
affbrdable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

ccs: c o ~ s s i w e c  Michael copy9 
Commissioner KathIe!en Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelsteiu 
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July 7,2004 

chairmanMichaelPoweu 
Fedeta1 Communications Cammission 
44s 12th streeg s.w, ' 

Washington, DC 20554 

IPE: WC Docket Na- 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powelk 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, itom looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and %iards. But pending before the FCC is a prapdsal that would introdnce 
new charges and fks upon services u p  which wc depend, immediately harming millicms of 
L&os end othe consumen nationwide. 

1 undemtmd that the FCC is amsiclerhg applying "in-state" m s  cbagcs and d e r  fcts on 
certaia prepaid calling card Sezvicta Maoy Latinos, particularly fi~ost on fixed h o m e s  or those 
establishing a credit hiprory, bank acxmmts and other means neassBJy to subscrib to I0ca.l 
tslephone ssrvict, rely upon these Prepgid calling cards to stay connected at set &rdable rates, 
Students, immigrants, Scniar o h m s ,  and others face War challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards ere the only option avaikble - without &em, many consumers 
could, quite l i td ly ,  be left without access to telephone sexvice. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm hdin'duals who can least &d price iacrtasts. 

Imposing in-state charges would m u n t  to a substantial increase in the cost of prqwid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadventaged wmsumrs. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the callizy card to a 
customer, would drive up pi- thus making these senrices substantially Iws affordable. Please 
look out for consumem and refuse to hpose new access charges and feRs on prepaid calling card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael C o p  
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Comissioaer Jonatbdn Adelstein 

senator s-- 
cangr=sperson 

hf w 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communidona Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. ’ 

Washington, DC 20554 

RE. WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powelk 

The FCC should not impose new accqs chargw and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If’you 
move 10 increase tbe cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minow or 
disadvantaged individu@ to stay in touch in their commdes. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards, 
appmximately 43% of Letin0 households usa them. Indeed, W o f t h e  houscholds With mcomes 
below $20,000 have uscd prepaid cards. Pre-paid 4 I h g  car& are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

Wia gas and milk prim already holding llxtd a d  low income consumefs hostage, we should 
not be faoed with rising telephone senice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed hcomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit nzquirents that local phone companies insist upon More 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the tdcphon~~ 
of family members a d  neighbors. We oan use these cards to 
jobs, hunt for houses, or &eduIe many of the other h i y  appointmeats that w e  all have. 

X simply find it unimaginable that tha FCC would impose new charges and fees on the cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone compaoies would be the largest benefichies of such 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up far colwmer i n t e ~ ~ I ~  over cowrofs; gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

‘‘connected'' as we look for 



~ 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Comd.lunications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

R E  WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impost new a c c q s  charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Jfyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commuuities. 

The Latino commudy is particularly sensitive to my price ingeese for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Letin0 households use tbem. Indead, half of the housebolds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid muds- €'re-paid calling cards are so prevalmt in part because 
they save c o m a  money. 

With gas and milk prices aha& holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we sbould 
not be faced with rising telephone serViGe costs as well. Xn particular, many low-income 
households d o  are 00 fixed incomes depend tntirsly upon pmpaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty depositrequirwents that I& phone companies insist u p  before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, co~~umers can make calls iiom payphones or the telephones 
of f e  members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "mmected" as we look for 
jobs, h q  for houses, or schedule m y  of tho othex daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on thbse cards. 
Some of thc narian's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for mmnsanter interests over cowrate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

- sincerely, 

-7awq 
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July 7,2004 

Chairmau Michael Powell 
Federal CommUnications Commission 
445 12th Sbost, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Dock& NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many evbsy day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affiotdable housing to Staying in 
touch with famify and fiiend6. But pending before the FCC is a proposzl that wodd Mrodnoc 
new charges and fees upom serriccs upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and &ex fees m 
cetrain prepaid d i n g  card services.. Many Winos, pasticukdy tbcw on f h d  incomes or those 
establishing B d i t  history, bank accounts and other means nccesary to subsuii  fo local 
telephone ssrvicc, rely upon these prepaid calliug cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizans, and otfias fiux similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid callmg cards me the only option mailable -without thuq many consumers 
could, quite litwally, be left witbut access to telephone mice. Raising the price of prepaid 
caIling cards will d d  h individuals who can least afford prick increases. 

Imposbg in-state charges would amount to a mbstantial in tbe cost of prepaid ds, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged wnsumm. Allowing &e large, local 
telephone cornpanics to collect sa& charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up pdces; thus making these Sccvjceg substmtWy less affordable, Please 
look out for consumers and rehe  to impost new access charges and fecs on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

cc8: Commissioner Mtdhael copps 
Commissioner W e e n  Akrnathy 
Commissioner Kcvin Martin 

senator 
Congresspersan 
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July 7,2004 

~ h &  ~ i c h a e ~  Powell 
F e d d  Communications Commission 
445 12th s m  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minorit); conrmunities rely upon low-cost teleoomm&cations services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, &om looking for a job or affardable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending b e f i i  the FCC is a proposal that would 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depmd, immediately hlrrming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide, 

1 understand that the FCC is cansidering applying uin-stste” access charges and other fkes on 
certain prepaid calling card serv~ces. Many Latinos, particularly thsse on fixed immes; or those 
establishing a adit lsjstory, bank accouots and other means necessary to s u b m i  to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at stt affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, Senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a res& prepaid calling cards are the only option available -without themj many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left with& access to telephone service. f(aising the price of p p a i d  
calling cads will dirtctly harm individuals who can least 

Imposing in- cfuukkpwouId mount to a mbstan;tiol increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the uWty of d b g  curds to disadvantaged msurzlers. Allowing h e  largen local 
toltphont canpanits to c o l k  such charges, even when fhey do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would d r h  up plices; thus mabg these SeNices substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid caIIjng card 
services. 

price ;aCttas&. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner KatMca Abmathy 
CommissionerKeviiMartin 
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July 7,2004 

Chainnan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5 1 2 I b S ~ S . W .  . 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new saxe charges and f h s  upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the COS of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvMtaged individuals to stay in touch m their commmitic$. 

The Latino community is pvlinrlarly sensitive to any piice bcrease for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% ofllatino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $2O,OOO have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid d i n g  cards are so prevalent in part because 
they saw conamm money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fied and low income cot1mers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telqhone seavice costs as welJ. In particular, mrmy low-income 
households who ate on fked inc0mes depedd Cntirr;Ly upon pxepaid sewice because they carmot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. Wah prepaid c d s ,  connunem can mala calls @XII payphones or the tetephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can risc these cards to stay “ m ~  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for horses, of schedule many d i h e  ather da i i  appoirrtments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of tbt nBfjon’s Iargcst telephone companies would be the Iargcst beneficiaries of sucb 
charges. The FCC should stand BP for CODgUrner fotctesb over coipomte gain by keeping 
rffordrbk prepaid calling cardo a pr&~&y. 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No- 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new acce?s charges and fees upon prepaid calling cads. If you 
move to increase tho cost dthese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minone or 
disadvantaged individuak to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community i s  particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling caids; 
approximately 43% of Lati00 households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money- 

With gas and milk prices already holding foted and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who m on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid l b i c e  bekame they c m o t  
neet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone COIlfpanies insist upon before 
getting a phone, With prepaid cards, conshers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "oonnccted* as w e  look for 
jobs, bunt far homes, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over eorpomte gain by keephg 
affordable prepaid calling cards a pfiority. 

Sincerely, 

' 

U ccs: Commissioner h4icbael. Cons 
Commissiouer Ka?hIeen Abernnthy 

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Sellator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

CCtIIlUliSSiOnG~ KWh M h  
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

E. WC Docket No. 03-133 

mainnan Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Kyou 
move to iricrease the cost of these cards, you will simply drkve up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino comrnunify is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calljng cards, 
approximately 43% of ]Latino households use tbern. Xnded, half of the housebolds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they swe consumers money. 

Wiih gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In partjcular, many low-income 
households who are on k e d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid senice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hem deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prcpaid cards, wnwmtrs can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cads to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoimments that we all have. 

1 simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over cojporate gain by keeping 
aflordnble prepaid eslling cards s priority. 

GCS: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 


